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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Applicant's request for reconsideration of the finality of the rejection of the 
last Office action is persuasive and, therefore, the finality of that action is 
withdrawn. Claims 1-17 and 36-46 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-11, 13-14, 17 and 36-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Rothrock (U.S. Patent Number 5,748,618) hereinafter 
referred as Rothrock. 

As to claim 1 , Rothrock teaches a method for peer-to-peer messaging 
between network resources comprising: communicating with a first process by 
writing a first text file in a first scratch space, where the first text file describes at 
least one of at least a first set of information that a second process has 
generated and at least a first action to be performed on the first set of 
information; detecting, by a first arbiter, the first text file, wherein the first arbiter 
is implemented by the first process; and performing at least one of: 
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implementing, by the first arbiter, the first action; and applying, by the first arbiter, 
logic embedded within the first arbiter to determine actions to be performed on 
the first text file (Column 3, lines 63-Column 4, lines 23, lines 37-66). 

As to claim 2, Rothrock teaches a method in accordance with claim 1 
wherein communicating with the first process comprises communicating with the 
first process by writing an American standard code for information exchange 
(ASCII) file, and wherein the first arbiter reviews the first text file and upon 
detecting that the first file includes a match whit the first process, performs at 
least one of the implementing and applying steps (Column 4, lines 37-66). 

As to claim 3, Rothrock teaches a method in accordance with claim 2 
wherein communicating with the first process by writing the ASCII file comprises 
communicating with the first process by writing one of a hypertext markup 
language (HTML) file, an extensible HTML (XML) file, a multipurpose internet 
mail extensions (MIME) file, a .NET file, and a simple object access protocol 
(SOAP) file in the first scratch space (Column 4, lines 37-66). 

As to claim 4, Rothrock teaches a method in accordance with claim 1 
wherein applying, by the first arbiter, logic embedded within the first arbiter 
comprises at least one of: moving the first text file to a second scratch space; 
moving the first set of information to the second scratch space; and obtaining 
index information from the first text file and moving images associated with the 
index information into a storage repository (Column 4, lines 37-66). 
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As to claim 5, Rothrock teaches a method in accordance with claim 1 
further comprising encoding the first set of information within the first text file 
(Column 4, lines 37-66). 

As to claim 6, Rothrock teaches a method in accordance with claim 1 
further comprising referencing the first set of information as being in an external 
file (Column 4, lines 37-66). 

As to claim 7, Rothrock teaches a method in accordance with claim 1 
further comprising: enabling, by the first process, an input from a user; and 
writing the input to at least one of the first text file and a second text file in the 
first scratch space (Column 4, lines 37-Column 5, lines 7). 

As to claim 8, Rothrock teaches a method in accordance with claim 1 
wherein communicating with the first process comprises communicating with an 
image display process by writing the first text file in the first scratch space 
(Column 4, lines 37-53). 

As to claim 9, Rothrock teaches a method in accordance with claim 1 
wherein communicating with the first process comprises communicating with the 
first process by writing the first text file in the first scratch space, wherein the first 
text file describes at least one of an image that a scanning process has 
generated and the first action to be performed on the image (Column 4, lines 37- 
53). 
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As to claim 10, Rothrock teaches a method in accordance with claim 1 
further comprising: reading, by the first arbiter, instructions within the first text file 
(Column 4, lines 37-65). 

As to claim 1 1 , Rothrock teaches a method in accordance with claim 1 
wherein applying, by the first arbiter, logic embedded within the first arbiter 
comprises determining whether data that is referenced by the first text file as 
being in a second text file should be processed (Column 4, lines 37-65). 

As to claim 13, Rothrock teaches a method in accordance with claim 1 
further comprising: specifying a format of the first text file; and changing the 
format of the first text file to the specified format (Column 6, lines 15-26). 

As to claim 14, Rothrock teaches a method in accordance with claim 13 
where changing the format of the first text file includes one of: converting the first 
text file from a plain text file to a hypertext markup language (HTML) file; and 
converting the first text file from a simple object access protocol (SOAP) to a 
NET file; and restructuring data within the first text file (Column 6, lines 15-26). 

As to claim 17, Rothrock teaches a method in accordance with claim 1 
further comprising applying, by the first arbiter, at least one of a File Transfer 
Protocol (FTP), a Hypertext Transfer Protocol (HTTP), and a file services 
network protocol to move the first text file between network resources (Column 6, 
lines 15-26). 

As to claim 36, Rothrock teaches a method in accordance with claim 1 
wherein said first text file drives the first process on a first computer having a first 
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operating system and wherein said second process is on a second computer 
having a second operating system without messaging systems of said first 
operating system being resident on said second operating system (Column 4, 
lines 37-65). 

As to claim 37, Rothrock teaches a method for peer-to-peer messaging 
between network resources comprising: 

communicating with a first process by writing a first text file in a first 
scratch space, where the first text file describes at least one of a first set of 
information that a second process has generated and a first action to be 
performed on the first set of information that the second process has generated; 

detecting, by a first arbiter, the first text file, wherein the first arbiter is 
implemented by the first process; and 

determining, by the first arbiter, that the first text file includes a match with 
the first process, and performing at least one of: 

implementing, by the first arbiter, the first action; and 

applying, by the first arbiter, logic embedded within the first arbiter to 
determine actions to be performed on the first text file (Column 3, lines 63- 
Column 4, lines 23, lines 37-66). 

As to claim 38, Rohtrock teaches a method in accordance with claim 37 
wherein said first text file drives the first process on a first computer having a first 
operating system and wherein said second process is on a second Computer 
having a second operating System without messaging systems of said first 



Application/Control Number: 10/614,273 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2455 

operating system being resident on said second operating system (Column 4, 
lines 37-65). 

As to claim 39, Rothrock teaches a method in accordance with claim 37, 
wherein said arbiter performs said implementing and applying steps 
independently from a central master control system (Column 3, lines 63-Column 
4, lines 23). 

As to claim 40 Rothrock teaches a method in accordance with claim 37 
wherein applying, by the first arbiter, logic embedded within the first arbiter 
comprises at least one of: moving the first text file to a second scratch space; 
moving the first set of information to the second scratch space; and obtaining 
index information from the first text file and moving images associated with the 
index information into a storage repository (Column 4, lines 37-65). 

As to claim 41 , Rothrock teaches a method in accordance with claim 37 
further comprising moving the first text file between network resources by the first 
arbiter (Column 4, lines 37-65). 

As to claim 42, Rothrock teaches a method for peer-to-peer messaging 
between network resources comprising: 

communicating with a first process by writing a first text file in a first 
scratch space, where the first text file describes at least one of a first set of 
information that a second process has generated and a first action to be 
performed on the first set of information that the second process has generated; 



Application/Control Number: 10/614,273 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2455 

detecting, by a first arbiter, the first text file, wherein the first arbiter is 
implemented by the first process; and 
performing at least one of: 

implementing, by the first arbiter and independently from a central master 
control system, the first action; and 

applying, by the first arbiter and independently from a central master 
control system, logic embedded within the first arbiter to determine actions to be 
performed on the first text file (Column 3, lines 63-Column 4, lines 23). 

As to claim 43, Rothrock teaches a method in accordance with claim 42 
wherein the first arbiter reviews the first text file and upon determining that the 
first text file includes a match with the first process, performs at least one of the 
implementing and applying steps (Column 4, lines 37-65). 

As to claim 44, Rothrock teaches a method in accordance with claim 42 
wherein said first text file drives the first process on a first computer having a first 
operating system and wherein said second process is on a second computer 
having a second operating system without messaging systems of said first 
operating system being resident on said second operating system (Column 4, 
lines 37-65). 

As to claim 45, Rothrock teaches a method in accordance with claim 42 
wherein applying, by the first arbiter, logic embedded within the first arbiter 
comprises at least one of: moving the first text file to a second scratch space; 
moving the first set of information to the second scratch space; and obtaining 
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index information from the first text file and moving images associated with the 
index information into a storage repository (Column 4, lines 37-65). 

As to claim 46, Rothrock teaches a method in accordance with claim 42 
further comprising moving the first text file between network resources by the first 
arbiter (Column 4, lines 37-65). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Rothrock and further in view of Gormish et al. (U.S. Patent Number 
5,692,048) hereinafter referred as Gormish. 

As to claim 15, Rothrock teaches messaging between network resources 
(Column 4, lines 37-66). 

Rothrock does not explicitly teach the claim limitation of requesting a 
public key from an authority; encrypting a portion of the first text file by using the 
public key; signing the portion; transmitting the portion and the public key to a 
second scratch space; and requesting an authentication of a second process that 
received the portion and the public key. 

However, Gormish teaches the claim limitation of requesting a public key 
from an authority; encrypting a portion of the first text file by using the public key; 
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signing the portion; transmitting the portion and the public key to a second 
scratch space; and requesting an authentication of a second process that 
received the portion and the public key (Column 5, lines 1-38, Column 9, lines 
13-33). 

It would have been obvious to the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Rothrock by adding functionality for requesting a public key 
and encrypting a portion of a file, which would secure the communication. One 
would be motivated to do such to enhance system's security. 

As to claim 16, Rothrock teaches messaging between network resources 
(Column 4, lines 37-66). 

Rothrock does not explicitly teach the claim limitation of requesting an 
authentication of the digital signature; further transmitting the portion from the 
second process to a service on obtaining the authentication of the second 
signature; decrypting the portion using a private key; and sending the decrypted 
portion from the service to the second process. 

However, Gormish teaches the claim limitation of requesting an 
authentication of the digital signature; further transmitting the portion from the 
second process to a service on obtaining the authentication of the second 
signature; decrypting the portion using a private key; and sending the decrypted 
portion from the service to the second process (Column 5, lines 1-38, Column 9, 
lines 13-33). 
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It would have been obvious to the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Rothrock by adding functionality for transmitting portion of file 
and decrypting it by using private key, which would secure the communication. 
One would be motivated to do such to enhance system's security. 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line 
numbers in the references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of 
the applicant. Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings 
of the art and are applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, 
other passages and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from 
the applicant in preparing responses, to fully consider the references in its 
entirety as potentially teaching of all or part of the claimed invention, as well as 
the context. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claim 12 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the 
new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 

the examiner should be directed to Faruk Hamza whose telephone number is 
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571-272-7969. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through 
Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached at 571-272-4006. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 886-217-9197 (toll -free). 
Faruk Hamza 
Patent Examiner 
Group Art Unite 2455 
/Faruk Hamza/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2455 



